June 28, 1990 


Hear ^arold 

Thank you for your long letter of June 6. I have been very bus 3 r , 
or I would have tried to respond sooner. I appreciate your carring and 
attempted precision in your responanses • I hope you are well. 

So don't take anything here with offense. We all make mistakes, 
me probably more than most in some respects. I woulnd’t be writing you 
about these matters, if I was not trying to avoid making such mistakes 
and trying to get to the truth. 

As previsouly stated, I am_deeply troubled by O’Connor's story of 
a shipping sasket and body bag. He is not entirely alone in that story. 

I am convinced that all he says seems to be the truth, with regard to 
the wounds and even t&t story. We have to observe the "ge meaner and bear- 
ing of the witness." Pehraps it is gust some trick his mind played on 
him, which can happen. 

x he worst case scenario is that Lifton did this. The worst aspect 
of what these witnesses have to say is that lifton developed them. He is 
like a poison. 

1) The plane landed at 6 PM. in Washington. The Autopsy began at 
8 2-11 or thereafter. Were the X-rays and photos taken before that? (They 
took most of them before the autopsy began, but when exactly did the picture 
aking begin? In any event, it apears that it took up to two hours for 
the casket to go from Andrews to Bethesda, and I could never accept this. 

At the very least, !§• hours. 


Hs you talk about making a lot of mistakes in your letters from, 
haste, I do that too. This is not offered as a lame excuse, but I'm simply 
not careful enough talking to you, though I believe for the most part 
this is an isolated incident. You get super legalistic and precise with 
me?- and (don’t be offended) often make as many mistakes in the same breath 
that you are correcting mine . ) 

I know very well that the credibility of a witness is on the line 
when anyone thing they say can be discredited, even by inuendo. 


I have no doubt but that there seems to be a lot of deliberate lying 
on the part of Stringer, Humes and the other doctors: In addition, there 
are so many contradictions in their testimony. A certain number of clear 
fabrications, in addtitmon. 

As you are free to critisise me , I have the following to say. 

First of all, you have a great bias in understanding ti: 

You never really cared enough .about .your material to make your case oj 
piints of evidence clear or readable. Yes, you greatly cared about this 
case , but not enough. You did a vast 
autopsy, but you were unable to present 


this evidence 


amougt 


for almost anyone to understand it. THIS IS WHAT 


of important research in the 
this in a clear enough fashion 

ALMOST EVERYONE, IF NOT 
It Is so heavily larded with 
personal comment and invective, asides, digressions, poor organizations 
that it is a massive job for anyone to read or understand it. You always 
refer to your own work as if it is the definitive work. It Is a seminal 
work, yes. But not definitive. 


There is so much that you did not deal with or face. 
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As for bias, it blinkers you severely. Granted, I was acutely 
nervous for years about the indications that the X-rays and photos 
were forged. Robert has made other mistakes. MsxisxiaatxiiHHScslxiHXKKKisxH 
jcHstxx Tell, me, did vou t alk to many of the doctors? I have to go on 
the personal interaction and impressions I have with wiMesses and when 
enough of them tell me that there not only was no bone in the back of 
the head (laying their hands — everyone of them--on the back of my head) 
but no scalp , then there is a orima facie assumption that the picture 
of the back of the head is forged. B) The picture is out of focus along 
what we are calling the matt line; a photographic impossibility. C) 

There are various other anomolies in that picture. D) The autopsists 
insisted that the entry wound was not where it is claimed in that picture. 
F) Snveral other wintesses from the autopsy have flatly declared it fake. 

Three different police men independently of each other have found 
retouching in one of the photos (a different one) and others are noting 
i t as well. There appears to be retouching in several other photots as 
well . 


ivy closest friend is a radiologist who trained at Bethesda. a e in 
issts on numerous things being wrong with the X-rays of the head. The 
x-rays are prima facie incompatible with the photographs. In addition 
some of the photographs are incompatible with each other. 

This is my starting point. I interpret the conspiracy from this 
point. 1 he picfafces were faked . What you have to say about their fears of 
discovery are of no account. They controlled that. They ma&e fakes with 
little fear that even discovery would hurt them, becaise they controlled 
the government at that point. They controllled LBJ, and therefore the 
WC . They made the pics to make things easier if Ihsx evidence had to be 
produced to butt'ess the official explanation of one assassin. They made 
mistakes in that, perhaps even deliberatly. Making them incompatible 
and showing them privatly to many people years ago let the smart money 
know that everything was in control, and where the plot came from. 

% family is one of the hundred most pwsrful in the world , and I 
can tell you that that is how it works. This country has a long history 
of faking evidence. When I was a kid they used compoistees of Millard 
Tydings and Gus Hall on every phone sirs pole in the city. But people 
were always framed fer crimes by the police here. 

Now, I will try to do some microanaylsis of your letter. In your 
second paragraph you denounce what i saw about the fragments from Con- 
nallys body. Your book is not the last word. I go on what the nurses 
and doctors have said all along. There was a vial with fragments as 
big as a matchhead, and that greatly outweighed anything that could have 
been lost from GE 399* I refer you to p 6b of my book. Audrey Bell said 
that several fragments were at leafet twice the size of the smallest, 
(matchehead) size. 

I donj-t hang ray hats on one statement alone, but how it is corrob- 
orated. So what exactly do you mean by this paragraph (below,) or is it 
just a gratuitous attack on me? 

On page (, graf 3, you refer to your difficulty in getting evidence that is hard 
enough to hang your hat on. In this you are quite wrong, as I'll go into further. You 
then say that one piece of such evidence is that the total weight of tins fragments 
renoved from Coiinally's body is greater than could have come from OD399. ?his reflects 
a lack of knowledge c/” or understanding of (or both) of what I' e published and what is 
available. Particularly in Post Mortem. You not infrequently, as I once, if ellipticully, 
cautioned you cite it from sources that used it without credit. 

Pirst of all, t here is no way of knowing the weight of what was renove d from 
Co nnallv's I ndy because s ore -was-washed away when hisigOun ds wptv> Ser.nml of ~ 
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nervous for years about the indications that the X-rays and photos 
were forged- Robert has made other mistakes. M&xxsxK&ixh&xxK/fcxxHx&XKiiKXH 
wayxx Tell, me, did you talk to many of the doctors? I have to go on 
the personal interaction and impressions I have with wiMesses and when 
enough of them tell me that there not only was no bone in the back of 
the h«ad (laying their hands — everyone of them — on the back oi my head) 
but no scale , then there is a oriraa facie assumption that tne picture 
of the back of the head is forged. B) The picture is out of focus along 
what we are calling the matt lines a photographic impossibility . _C) 

There are various other anomolies in that picture. E) The au topsis-ts 
insisted that the entry wound was not where it is claimed in that^ picture . 
F) Several other wintesses from the autopsy have flatly declared it fake. 

Three different police men independently of each other have found 
retouching in one of the photos (a different one) and othars are noting 
i t as well. There appears to be retouching in several other photots as 
well . 


My closest friend is a radiologist who trained at Bethesda. “e^dn 
issts on numerous things being wrong with the X-rays of the head. Th^ 
x-rays are orima facie incompatible with the photographs. In addition;.- 
some of the photographs are incompatible with each other. 

Thjis is my starting point. I interpret the conspiracy from this 
point, ^he pictures were faked . What you have to say about their fears oi 
discovery are of no account. They controlled that. They ma&e f^ites with 
little fear that even discovery would hurt them,^becaise they controlled 
the government at that point. They controllled LB J , and therefore the 
WC. They made the pics to make things easier if ±hax evidence had to be 
produced to buttress the official explanation of one assassin. They made 
mistakes in that, perhaps even deliberatly. Making them incompatible 
and showing them privatiy to many people years ago let the smart money 
know that everything was in control, and where the plot came from. 

W<y family is one of the hundred most pwsrful in the world , and I 
can tell you that that is ho w it works . This country has a long^ history 
of faking evidence. When I was a kid they used compoistees of Millard 
Tydings and Gus Hall on every phone sis pole in the city. But people 
were always framed for crimes by the police here. 


Now, I will try to do some microanaylsis of your letter. In your 
second paragraph you denounce what i saw about the fragments from Con- 
nallys body. Your book is not the last word. I go on what the nurses 
and doctors have said all along. There was a vial with fragments as 
big as a matchhead , and that greatly outweighed anything that could have 
been lost from GE 399. I refer you to p 64 of my.book. Audrey Bell said 
that several fragments we re at leafet &wice the size of the smallest, 
(matchehead ) size. 


I don|t hang my hats on one statement alone, but how it is corrob- 
orated. So what exactly do you mean by this paragraph (below,./ or is it 
just a gratuitous attack on me? 


d 


On page f, graf you refer to your difficulty in getting evidence that is hard 0 
enough to hang your hat on. In this you are quit*; wrong , as I'll go into further, -^ou 
then suy that one piece of such evidence is that the total weight of the fragments 
renoved from Co;uiaily's body is greater than could have come fron CL399. This reflects 
a lack of knowledge o ~f or understanding of 'for both) of what I' v e published and uhat rs 
available. Particularly in Post Mortem. You not infrequently, as I once, if ellipticully , 



apparently are not familiar, cited less. 
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You engage in a subtle form of spphistry with me. Everyone accuses 
you of doing this out of need to protect your territory, or what you 
pereeive sas your territory. You play games with words and definitions 
often. Granted, we have to be very precise in this work, but do you do 
that? You so often screw up as fast as you are correcting others. That 
is one reason why the press often put you down, and by inferrence, us. 

You say, 'thereis no way of knowing the weight of what was removed 
from Connaly ' s body..." and then obfusticate that with what might have 
been washed away. It doesn’t matter as long as it can be established 
that there were hunks of metal of any substantial size, such as that of . 
a matchhead in size, since only a grain or two was missing from GE 399 

It didn’t take Postmortem to establish that. Everyone knew that. 

In case there is a fundamental disagreement in approach between us. 
that has not clarified before, it might lie with the possiblity that t 
you. tend to totally rely on official records. We are doing new r e s e arc h . 
taking new testimony. Is this any less valid than the very tainted official 
record ? 

Then you tell me 


Y 


I think your concept of what exists is United by your approach. If you had ray 




that 


approach, for exanple, 2/911 1 d have no trouble at all in establishing 
7 missing from 399 than -is missing. There is much more on tills in HI. So, 

not really read the book itself, hot with care in any event. (7HO CAN????’ til) 


more iiad to be 
- think you've 


Harold, this is really arrogant . Didn't you read my chapter on the 
fragments? Don't you think I did all of this? I wouldn’t say ail of this 
Id you if I didn’t care, respect you, and know that this whole case may 
soon be plastered all over the news and us with it. Everything we say will 
be unders scrutiny, and I don't think you are as careful as you want me to be. 


You say I would have no trouble in establishing tfcat more was mi rais- 
ing from 399. I did not have any trouble with that, as explained above. 


Earwitness testimony is as valid today as it was 27 years ago, 
if many. witnesses say the same thing. It is not useless. A court has to 
start with certain presumptions about best evidence.) If there is corrob 
oration in the form of acoustics tests and medical evidence, then it is 
more than valid . 


As for ray saying no-one could have fired 3 shots in that time, of 
course 1 meant with that rifle. 


ff 


I think it has bean found that governments can be overthrown with 
about fifty people. Most of them can be on a "need to know basis" and 
not even know that they are part of a plot. People are used to plant 
a fate document, not even knowing what it is or where it is going. People 
can be used to forge a document. Hitmen can kill someone without knowing 
who they are killing. This has the earmarks of an intelligence operation, 
and therfore would have been ridgedly eompartimentalized . One harid does 
not know what the other is doing. 


Once again, you attempt to denounce a whole construct on the basis 
of certain assumptions that do not apply. I postulate that one or two 
men in the Secret Service were used, or actively betrayed the President, 
one or two Dallas cops were used. Hoover, L3J, Dulles, and Helms controlled 
tilings at the. top. They needed a fools like Ford and Spector to invent 
a ahsory to fit the need, if they weren't actively involved in covering 
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up or involved in the plot itself. The main things was to trick Warren, 
Boggs, Russell, Cooper, and some of the phoney photos were used to do 
that. They were just flashed at them. No study. No questions. 


I made a mistake with regard to the 
You were right about that. (^nd to 

But some of my questions to Paul/are 
making people refute me, so don't take the 
what I believe. This is a common lawyer’s 


"decoy" ambulance, in the lette 
others) 

designed to get answers by 
question as an indication of 
tactic . 


As for a possible -theft of the body at Parkland, I stand by what I 
said to^you privatly. It could have happened. We don’t know that it did 
not. I don’t think that the evidence contradicts it there. In addition, 

I had thought that it was possible that the body had been tampered with 
for the purpose of removing bullets. My lat est interviews with Paul, 
and others, tend to contradict this. 'THAT IS, he has clarified what he 
meant by no brain in the head. He meant only that a lot of It was blown 
away. I think th&t all that lifton had to say was made up, in this regard 
It appears that Sibert & O'Neill made an error when they wrote surgery 
to the head area. Nevertheless, my radiologist friend said that the X-ray 
seemed to show surgery in the right temple area. I think S & O'N were 
talking about the top of the head, as they wrote. 


My conclusion now is that no-one took the body and no-one tampered 
with it. That still does not explain the large gash in the throat, some 
of which has been painted in in the photograph. Perry insisted to the 
SUN (with Groden present) that he made no such gash. Paul and others say 
the photo of the neck wound has been tampered with, and all of them say 
the wound did not look like that when the body came in. 


You indicate at the top of p. 2 that we can prove the body was 
pre-examined for bullets, although you have that prhase lumped in a sen 
tence with several other negatives. This is a common fault in much of 
your writing , which tends to rub off on other writers. 

Circumstantial evidence exists, as I wrote in the letter to you, 
that the body was tampered with or stolen, but I now reject this. I think 

What did Marche tti say that is the opposite oif what we are talking 
about with regard to a coup? 

I think you make a serious error which if you mussed about this 
in the presence of newsmen, ’would tend to ridicule me et al with reard 
to the conspiracy, when you extrapolate from my writing that it would 
take regiments to have performed this. -I don't say this at all, other 
than to state that numerous people were used unwittingly by the few that 
orchestrated the coup, as you call it. You say it had the effect of a 
coup. Please clarify. 

S A s for another statement of yours, a person close to the Kennedy 
family had me talk to the Secret Service (their own trusted men whom 
they had put through school) at length, and this person also told me 
flatly that the family knew (what he, and me) knew) of this plot as I 
dwscribe it and understand it. In addition, a staff person working for 
jackie told me the same thing, in response to a series of yes and nc 
answers. Also told me that the picture of the back of the head was fake. 

As I understand it, you still flatly reject forgery of the autopsy 
materials; I am working with you for the past ten years to get you to 
see that. I know, it is hard. But you are dead wrong when you project 
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your assumptions (that they would risk ruin ’oy detection) to a conclusion 
that therefore they would not have done it. That is where the nonsense 
is. You admit to a conspiracy, but you fail to see that they won the wa $■, 
that they overthrew the government and controlled the investigation from 
that point. The faked materials were made to flash at the key people, 
knowing that no questioons would be asked. People don't get to power in 
this country or anywhere else unless they are "Safe." People like us don't 
get Simon & Shuster for a publishr unless we are corrupted , safe , unless 
we have already been made to sell out to the devil. They were all team 
players, except for the Kennedy 3s. 

Once again, you make a false assumption, thsfc " vv hen the pictures 
were taken, It had to be assumed that they would be used in a public 
trial." Not at all. They were going to kill Oswald all along. They would 
be foolish not to. Their real intent was for this Phoney stuff to survive 
for a long time after it could be said that the recollections of the wit- 
nesses was foggy. When the HSCA examined this stuff, they never really 
questioned their authenticity. No-one has. On the face of it, they look 
all right, ao no-one would give them the acid test. Another false as sump 
tion is aaying "prodacing them meant close and expert scrutiny." Bullshit i 
You put far too much faith in a basically criminal judicial system that 
could care less. You know in your gut that nobody ever cared enough in 
official life in this country about this or any other of our political 
murders. Nobody wants to rock the boat like that. 

As for RFK, my understanding is that when he tried to get into 

the ARchives he was physically ejected. He was also shocked and stunned 

by events, and never went after the case. He didn't dare to, if he knew 
(as I believe he did) the truth. Nobody could go after that kind of power. 
But the family retained intelligene operation (iNterteli?) did in fact 
know what happened , and so did everyone in the Establishment. I got it 
from my family long ago, and they were in aposition to know. Thomas 
Buchanan's book, as also. Farewell America, relfeeted information shared 
with the Kennedy’s and Intertel. Your paragraph and RFK is total nonsense. 

A lot more nonsense: The Bureaucratic Phenominum is a real good way 
to obfusticate any criminal case which someone wants covered up. Again 
you say that they had to assume a trial of Oswald. See, you don't make 

any sense if you postulate a conspiracy and no plan .to kill the Patsy 

before he could possibly prove his innocense , as he 'probably could have. 

A lot more false assumptions from you. Nobody is going to quit, or if 
they do, they are a voice in the wilderness and no-one listens. The WC 
bitched about the status of the evidence they had to deal with, but in 
he end they had to ignore it and go with the flow. They all signed the 
document. If I was the CIA ad-, faked- tjje evidence, I would be totally 
confident that the system would completely ball things up and rarer un- 
cover a damn thing. 

Prove that the casket w as attended ever moment during the battle 
at Parkland . 

If I have a vague memory of someone on the plane radioing ahead 
for a decoy set-up, that doesn't make McHugh or the pilot part of the 
conspiracy as you immediatly assume I mean. That is a real bad way of 
thinking, Harold. Gets me in more trouble. I was asking you if you recall 
anything about a radio set-up of a decoy thing, or disdassion of it on 
he plane. Maybe its in Manchester! 

o 

As for the negatives, I don’t have the answer. The prints show 
airbrushing. Perixod. 



The negatives may or may not be there. Vie feel that what they 
have are not the original prints , and that they were all doctored from 
secondary negatives. Those negatives may or may not be there, but the 
originals are long gone . 

The autopsy doctors falsified criminal evidence. They therefore 
commited a crime, and it is them that are in question. To continue to 
focus on hxskk their record is to deflect attention too long from trying 
to get them to tell us the whole story. These men have committed serious 
c rime s . 

I have the Post story about the bullet, and in my opinion, they 
ad nothing and failed to corrobrate it. I didn't have the story when I 
asked you about it. 

With regard to one of your final comments about my question to 
Paul, the fact is that we have a huge tear in the throat that wasn't 
there in Dallas, and you know very well that Nobody talked to .Dallas 
until the body was gone from Beths sda. Your statement is nonsense. They 
did not have any such records from Dallas during the autopsy, as you state, 

" Any alteration in the body would have been obvious from the records of 
the Dlallas dootors." Harold-, I am here (as you are here for me) to sharpen 
up your brain again, as we may have to do a lot of talking this Fall. 

Don’t be offended. 

I also implied that if someone had looked for a bullet before the 
autopsy, then obviously, they had no X-ray, or if th@r did, they, knew 
whee®‘ to look and got the bullet out. But this is speculation, fee tear, 
by circumstantial evidence indicates ttett if someone was looking, they 
did not have axxnx±sfe±Hx X-ray , and literally tore open the throat to 
get whatever might have been there. These guys were not doctors with 
medical instruments, but butchers and killers, conspirators with pliers 
only . 

Gome to think of it, I may have heard the dstuff about decoys from 
Lifton. I dred having to comb through his damned piece of shit again. 

I don't think your closing crit of me at the end of p. 4 is at all 
justified, but I appreciate anyone trying to keep me aafa accurate. I 
don't think that I confabulate between fact and theory. I utilize in- 
ductive or deductive reasoning where necessary. As ior being my own 
devils’ advocate, I am very hard on myself. I did not get involved with 
Groden until I had certain of the above assurances from private sources 
who should know about the true nature of this plot. I then sought to 
isprove him. I talk to every available witness when I can. 

Thi-s ends where it began. I am' deeply troubled by O'Connor's casket 
and bodybag story, corroborated to some extent by others. I don't need 
that, and it threatens everything glse , as you say. But what else he 
has told me about the wounds, the photos, Is all corroborated by pletyy. 

So I do not have to rely solely on him, and I plan to ignore his other 
statements. Sure, someone will bring it out, but that's neither here 
nor there . 

As for your final comment on the 5th page of your addendum, I do 
rpt plan to prove in 1516 prepfed documentary who did the forgeries or who 
was behind the assassination. I would not be so foolish. Sorry you don't 
know me that well to know I'm not that stupid. 

Thank you for your many notes of auation, and your caring. 

Very best wishes to you & Lillian, 



